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Home Death Rate Decreases 
22 Per Cent in Six Years 


i THE PAST SIX years the home accident 

death rate per 100,000 population has de- 
creased over 22 per cent: from a rate of 18.9 
(6th revision of the International List of 
Causes of Death) in 1948 to 14.7 in 1954. In 
the twenty years prior to 1948 the rates 
(based on the 5th revision) decreased about 
20 per cent or from a rate of 26.9 in 1928 to 
21.3 in 1948. 

Deaths from home accidents were down 
1,500 in 1954 with 27,500 fatalities in 1954 
as against 29,000 in 1953, according to Na- 
tional Safety Council estimates. 

Of the 27,500 home accident fatalities in 
1954, 13,800 were falls of which 11,900 were 
persons 65 years and over; 5,200 were burns 
by fire and injuries in conflagrations; 1,400 
were mechanical suffocation; 1,150 were 
poisonings, not gas; 1,050 were firearms; 
1,000 were poisonous gas; and 3,900 were 
other types. 

In cities, about half of all accidental 
deaths occur in and around the home accord- 
ing to the experience of 36 of the nation’s 
larger cities. Fifty-one per cent of nearly 
8,000 accidental deaths reported to NSC 
from these cities in 1954 occurred on home 
premises; 25 per cent were motor vehicle; 
19 per cent public non-motor-vehicle; and 5 
per cent were work. 

In the entire nation, including cities, only 
about 30 per cent of all accidental deaths 
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occur at home, about 40 per cent result from 
motor-vehicle accidents, and of the remain- 
der, public non-motor-vehicle deaths are 
somewhat more frequent than work deaths. 

Nonfatal injury experience in industrial 
plants seems to bear out the importance of 
home accidents. In totaling the injury expe- 
rience for 41 industrial plants who reported 
off-the-job injuries in their Home Safety 
Program Summaries for 1954-1955, home ae- 
cidents accounted for over 46 per cent of 
the off-the-job injuries to workers. In these 
41 plants with a total of 56,863 employees, 
there were 8,607 days lost due to on-the-job 
injuries and 18,461 days lost due to off-the- 
job injuries, all types. 


MORE THAN 600 PROGRAM 
SUMMARIES RECEIVED 


ORE THAN 600 Home Safety Program 
Summaries have been received by the 
National Safety Council in the Home Safety 
Conference’s first National Home Safety In- 
ventory. Some of these will be selected for 
awards by a committee of the Conference. 
Watch your local papers and see the Oc- 
tober issue of the Home Sarety Review for 
announcements concerning the organiza- 
tions which receive awards. 

To all who sent in program summaries, 
the Council will send free of charge an in- 
ventory book summarizing these programs. 
This book will be published later this fall. 




















How Are We Doing In Home Safety? . 


By Thomas Fansler 


Director 
Home Safety Division 
National Safety Council 


\ ANY LOCAL GROUPS working in home 
e safety have asked themselves the ques- 
tion of how they were doing, without being 
able to set an adequate basis for answering. 
Ultimately, of course, the results of safety 
work should be reflected in a noticeable 
lowering of the accident rate. Over the long 
pull, that would be the criterion, even 
though from year to year the statistics seem 
to vary only slightly. 

And because it is hard for groups in the 
here-and-now to think of present activities 
in terms of statistical results apparent ten 
years from now, because of this I have ven- 
tured to set down some points which might 
be called “operating principles” that will 
help local groups determine whether they 
are on the right track. 

Is what we are doing worthwhile? The 
answer to that question can be approached 
both negatively and positively; that is, there 
are certain things that a community group 
working toward safety should not do as well 
as things it should do. 
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Sometimes it is easier to talk about shall- 
nots than about shall’s, and so I propose to 
begin with the negative side. There are four 
important points. 

Are we: 

(1) acting on unchecked assumptions? The 
unverified assumption is a dangerous guide te 
action. Are we assuming that we know what 
the home safety problem is in our commu- 
nity without bothering to study the question 
and find out? Are we assuming that we 
know how to solve the problem without 
testing our results to see what is actually 
occurring? If so, a critic with a sharp probe 
can make us uncomfortable indeed. 

(2) conditioning people to fear rather 
than to intelligent action? Fear often in- 
hibits intelligent action and fear makes one 
an easy victim of the single-cure-all ap- 
proach. Are we teaching people to fear 
home hazards or to learn to recognize them 
and remove them? 

(3) encouraging the attitude that “govern- 
ment will take care of it?” When you hear 
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a person say “Why don’t they do something 
about safety?” you may be sure that he is 
not thinking “Why don’t I—or we—do 
something?” 
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In modern life there are many problems, 
including many safety problems, that are so 
complex and so costly that they can be 

@»« only by collective action, prefer- 
ably by action of government officials. 
But in our democracy official action is effec- 
tive only through an alert public that under- 
stands and supports such action by their 
elected officials. Are we encouraging the 
“they” attitude toward government or the 


“we? 


(4) encouraging a “me first” point of 
view? In modern life the pressures toward 
an I-my-me attitude are many and powerful, 
but survival in a highly complex and mech- 
anized world is not always a matter of indi- 
5 vidual effort. The Bible story of long ago 
tells of Cain, the first recorded murderer, 
asking the callous question, “Am I my 
brother’s keeper?” Even then, and down 
through the ages, mankind has always an- 
swered with a thundering “Yes! I am my 
brother’s keeper!” 


These four negative points of evaluation: 
» unchecked assumptions, fear, the “they” at- 
titude toward government, and “me first” 
—are helpful. If a community group can 
honestly answer “no” to all of these ques- 
tions, the members may be sure that at least 
their program is not pulling in the wrong 

direction. 





But is the group pulling in the right di- 
rection? Here are four more questions that 
might be asked about any educational pro- 
gram. Applying them to a community home 
safety program should prove enlightening. 

Are we: 

(1) increasing people’s fund of reliable 
information? There are many new products, 
gadgets, devices coming on the market every 
day, and not all of these products have been 
designed and distributed with the user’s 
safety in mind. Do we know and can we 
recommend the safe way to use certain of 
the powerful insecticides, pest killers, etc., 
now available? Do we know what are the 
conditions under which ordinary, household, 
“safe” 110-volt electrical current may be 
dangerous? Do we know how to light a gas 
appliance? Do we know the “ten command- 
ments” for hunting and firearms safety? Can 
we recommend the best way to keep rugs 
from sliding on a polished floor? 


(2) helping people to acquire new skills? 
The skills involved in managing a house, 
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raising a family, are many and varied even 
in this day of time-and-labor saving mechan- 
ical gadgets. These skills can be acquired 
through experience, through trial-and-error, 
but these methods are likely to result in 
accident and injury. These skills can be 
taught. Are classes or instruction centers 
available—for adults as well as for teen- 
agers—in household management, infant 
care, and possibly even hobbies and home 
workshops in these days of do-it-yourself? In 
other words, are we teaching interested peo- 
ple how-to-do-it and do it safely rather than 
simply cautioning them always to be careful? 


(3) altering people’s attitudes? Informa- 
tion and skills are important, but attitudes 
are essential in determining what an indi- 
vidual will do. Know-how is fine, but the 
real test is not know-how but do-how. And 
probably the most important point for safety 
is the sense of individual responsibility, not 
only for his own safety and that of his fam- 
ily, but also the feeling of responsibility, 
safety-wise, for what happens in his neigh- 
berhood and his whole community. 


(4) helping people to think and act in 
terms of values? This question introduces 
certain moral aspects which may be consid- 
ered out of place in a safety talk. But it 
follows in natural and logical sequence from 
the mention of attitudes, and unless we know 
why and can tell people why safety is among 
the fundamental values, all our preaching 
will prove ineffective. In many cultures and 
civilizations individual human life is of 
little or no value. In Western civilization, 
and here in America, we place considerable 
emphasis upon the value of an individual’s 
life. There may be times when something 
else more precious causes us to choose that 
rather than life. But respect for human 
dignity, respect for an individual, one’s own 
integrity are fundamental, not only to our 
culture but also to our very survival. 


Ask yourself, then, these four positive 
questions related to reliable information, 
acquiring necessary skills, altering attitudes, 
and acting in terms of values. Any commu- 
nity home safety group that can honestly 
answer “yes” to these questions may know 
that they are on the right track. Such a 
group has reason to be proud that they are 
working not only for a safer community 
but also for a better community. Their ef- 
forts may not immediately show up in sta- 
tistical terms and mathematical measure- 
ments, but they may know that they are 
going in the right direction. 






























43rd NATIONAL SAFETY CONGRESS 
HOME SAFETY PROGRAM 
Conrad Hilton Hotel 
Chicago, Illinois 


Tuesday, October 18, 9:45 a.m. * 


ANNUAL MEETINGS OF SECTIONS 
Home Safety Service Subscriber-Members 


Community Service Groups Section: chairman, Mary M. Weeks, Girl Scouts of the U.S.A, 


Home Building & Equipment Section: chairman, Joun C. THoRNTON, American Institute , 
of Architects. 
Medical and Health Section: chairman, Freo Lonc, M.D., American Public Health Association, 


Tuesday, October 18, 2:00 p.m. 


ANNUAL MEETING 
Home Safety Conference 


Chairman: Donatp E. Mumrorp, New York Central System. 


Wednesday, October 19, 9:45 a.m. 
General Session: SAFE ENVIRONMENT—HOW DO WE GET IT? 


Chairman: Rautpu J. Jounson, National Association of Home Builders. 

Can People Afford a “Safe” House?, Speaker to be announced. 

Will a Housing Code Protect Obsolescent Neighborhoods?, Martin Meyerson, A.C.T.1.0.N. 
Can Manufacturers Supply Safe Materials and Appliances for the Home?, F. J. Scuutnx, 


Consumers’ Research, Ine. 


Wednesday, October 19, 12:15 p.m. 
HOME SAFETY MERIT AWARD LUNCHEON ws 


(By invitation only) a 
Sponsored by E. I. du Pont de Nemours & Co., Inc., Wilmington, Del. a4 


Toastmaster: Donatp E. Mumrorp, New York Central System. 
Presentation of Awards: Neo H. Dearsorn, National Safety Council. 
Address: J. J. Brtnkwortu, New York Central System (retired). 


Wednesday, October 19, 2:00 p.m. - 
PUBLIC HEALTH ASPECTS OF HOME SAFETY 


(A closed session for those working full-time in home safety) 
Chairman: A. L. Cuapman, M.D., U. S. Public Health Service, New York. / ‘ 


City-wide—a panel discussion: W. B. Proruro, M.D., Grand Rapids (Mich.) Dept. of 
Public Health; Harry Wain, M.D., Mansfield-Richland Co. (Ohio) Dept. of Health; 
and ExizasetH Kasey, Metropolitan Life Ins. Co. 

State-wide- a panel discussion: A. F. ScHarLowsky, The Kansas State Board of Health; 
E. D. Puttiam, Kentucky Dept. of Health: Eart J. ANDERSON, Massachusetts Dept. of 
Public Health; Janice Westasy, Oregon State Board of Health: and Huon C. SarraF, 
Pennsylvania Dept. of Health. 

Vational: Ravpw K. Loncaker, U. S. Public Health Service. 
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Thursday, October 20, 9:45 a.m. 


General Session: SAFE PRACTICES—HOW DO WE MAKE 
THEM EFFECTIVE? 


Chairman: J. James Asuton, Delaware Safety Council, Inc. 


mington, Del. 


Through Parent Education, Renee Zinpwer, M.D., New Jersey Dept. of Health. 
Through the Industrial Worker, J. S. QueeNER, E. I. du Pont de Nemours & Co., Inc., Wil- 


Through Youth Groups, Zethina Johnston and Joyce Osborne, 4-H Club, Butler, Pa. 


Thursday, October 20, 2:00 p.m. 
Congress Hotel 
General Session: CHILD SAFETY 


(Joint session NSC Farm, Home, School & College, Traffic, and Women’s Divisions) 
Chairman: JosepH M. Kaptan, Greater Los Angeles Chapter, NSC. 


School Patrols and School Crossings Protection, Gorvon G. Linvgutst, Chicago Motor Club. 


Effective Safe Practices through the Family Physician, Rosert H. Korte, M.D., Cincinnati, 


Ohio. 


Peter and the Whiffle Hound, a demonstration, Mary ANN Sicmunp, Liberty Mutual Insur- 


ance Co., Boston, Mass. 





At the Women’s Activities session, Mon- 
day, October 17, 2:00 p.m., Conrad Hilton 
Hotel, there will be speakers on such topics 
as selecting materials for the home, develop- 
ing an accident prevention program for 
women on and off-the-job, and baby sitting 
safety. 

There will be a Reception, Tuesday, Octo- 
ber 18, 2:30 to 5:00 p.m. at the Blackstone 
Hotel, at which the 1955 Carol Lane Award 
winners will be introduced. Miss Marion 
E. Martin will preside, and speakers will be 
announced. 

The School and College Division session 
sponsored by the American Vocational As- 
sociation-NSC Joint Safety Committee will 
be a discussion on safety in the practical 
arts shops and laboratories with resource 
persons from several fields including home 
economics: Rena L. Hodgen, Alice J. Kirk, 
A. Carolyn Newsom, Doris L. Ray, Mildred 
Reel, Mary Mark Sturm, Letitia Walsh, 
Mary Lois Williamson; and home demon- 
stration specialists: Anna Louise Culp, Doro- 
thy Hodgskiss, Loreen Jacobsen, Mildred 
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Lessenich. That’s Tuesday, October 18, 
7:30-9:30 p.m., Morrison Hotel. 

Monday, October 17, 2:00 p.m., La Salle 
Hotel, the Rubber Section meeting will in- 
clude a symposium on “The How and Why 
of Off-the-Job Safety” with C. B. Patterson, 
E. I. du Pont de Nemours, & Co., Inc., talk- 
ing on “An Industrial Program” and Tom 
Horner, Akron Beacon Journal, talking on 
“A Community Program.” Wednesday, Octo- 
ber 19, 2:15 p.m., Morrison Hotel, the Rail- 
road Section meeting will include a talk, 
“Why Off-the-Job Safety?” by W. G. Land- 
ram, Wabash Railroad Co. 

There will also be a session on Off-the-Job 
Safety, Thursday, October 20, 9:45 a.m., 
Congress Hotel, which will be chaired by 
D. E. Mumford, New York Central System. 
Talks will be on “Do It Yourself—But Do 
It Safely,” by Lee Barber, Fidelity and Casu- 
alty Co., “Fact Finding—Off-the-Job Acci- 
dents,” R. H. Alvisser, Merick & Co., Inc., 
and “Off-the-Job Programs Pay On-the-Job 
Dividends,” by Arthur F. Tyra, Union Car- 
bide & Carbon Corp. 





ARE WE GIVING 
BAD ADVICE? 


By Vivian Weedon 


Curriculum Consultant 
School and College Division 
National Safety Council 


YHE RECENT UPSURGE of interest in safety 

for the pre-school child, has brought with 
it the inevitable flood of nostrums. Some of 
these may be helpful, others harmless, but 
some have been definitely dangerous. 

Those of you in leadership positions in 
home safety in your local community may 
well ask: “How can we tell whether a book 
or a pamphlet, a film or an activity purport- 
ing to tell how to educate the child for safe 
living is good?” 

Here are some tests which may help you 
to judge some of the advice you are asked 
to pass on. 

Beware of any advice that goes against 
your own common sense. 

Obviously common sense has very great 
limitations. Some advice may seem “fool- 
ish” to you simply because you do not have 
enough background or knowledge. But if 
it is good, sound advice, there are good, 
solid reasons back of it which can be ex- 
plained to you. Ask for these reasons. Try 
to understand them. Check with several 
other “authorities.” 

Beware of advice which over-simplifies. 

Children are different and have different 
needs. You can discard without question 
any advice which says in effect this is the 
way to do it. Examples may be helpful, 
principles may be helpful, but it can be said 
almost categorically that the proposal of 
any trick or technique as a “cure-all” is the 
proposal of an educational quack. What 
may work with one child may not work 
with another. 


Learning experience must be carefully 
graded to the child’s speed of learning 
(which is not a fixed quantity but rather 
comes in spurts and starts with long fallow 
periods), to his previous learnings, to his 
needs, to his sensory capacities, and to many 
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other factors. The parent is the only person 
who has the knowledge of what the pre- 
school child knows and how he seems to 
learn best. 

A learning experience given to a child 
when he is not ready for it will fall, like 
the proverbial water off the duck’s back. 
Learning given too late may actually retard 
the child’s ability to learn and, of course, in 
the case of safety may turn out to be 
hurtful in a very concrete sense. 

Beware of advice which confuses pun- 
ishment, education, and supervision . . . 

“That'll learn him,” says the untutored 
adult, cuffing her offspring. In a much more 
elegant way some self-styled parent advisors 
make the same mistake. 

Punishment is often essential and when so 
should be administered quickly, effectively, 
consistently. But the need for punishment 
is always an admission that education has 
failed. Not education itself but the person 
doing the educating. 

Surely the end result of education is self- 
direction but as the education gradually 
takes over, adult supervision must be avail- 
able to protect the child. 

And finally ... beware of any advice 
which pits adult against child, child 
against adult. 

No adult should ever do anything hurtful, 
cruel, unkind or embarrassing to a child. 

One can’t learn for one’s son or daughter. 
One can’t “learn him.” But one can work 
cooperatively with the child to help him 
learn. One can closely supervise in order to 
intervene before unfortunate happenings re- 
sult from lack of education. 
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HE Royav Society for the Prevention of 

Accidents, London, England, has been 
promised by the British Government a grant 
of fifteen hundred pounds sterling per an- 
num for three years to be used for a home 
safety program. 


The announcement of the proposed grant 
was made at their Congress home safety 
session. It is expected that the Society will 


? ° ° 
ii extend its work so that it can be wholly 
* maintained by voluntary subscription. 
3 
At present the Society is attempting to 
4 combat home accidents by pamphlets, post- 
ers, public meetings, and broadcasts. 
The Royal Society for the Prevention of 
Accidents has published a home safety kit 
of materials on vacation safety containing 
a sheet of statistics, some notes for talks on 
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HOME SAFETY IN ENGLAND 


Here are two of the posters used in the 
kit on home —, published by The Royal 
revention of Accidents. 


Society for the 
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home safety, and sample posters. The sample 
leaflets in the kit are on child play, camping 
and hiking, and first aid. The posters are 
on broken glass in swimming areas, child 
play away from home, and poisonous plants. 


In an edition of a British newspaper 
which has come to our attention a contest 
is being conducted on home safety. A prize 
of five thousand pounds sterling is being 
offered to the contestant who picks the 
proper order of importance for 
child-home safety precautions. Contestants 
have six chances to pick the correct  se- 
quence of twelve precautions. 


various 


An entry fee 
of twopence is charged for each attempt to 
name the correct order of importance. Such 
precautions as safeguarding cutlery and tools, 
medicines and drugs, and the use of fire- 
screens are included in the list. 





FILMS 


You're in Charge, sound-motion, col. and 
b&w, 13 min. 1955. This is a new film em- 
phasizing safety in baby sitting which has 
been produced for the National Safety Coun- 
cil by Emerson Film Corp. Parents, sitters, 
and children each have something to say in 
this film to help prospective sitters do their 
job safely and well. 

Although the film is primarily for high 
school use, it is suitable for parent audi- 
ences as well. Purchase and preview or 
rental from NSC. 

Safe Home-Safe Living. Go Safely Series, 
35 mm silent slidefilm, col., 44 frames, 1955. 
Karen and Mike discover dangerous practices 
in their home and take steps to correct them. 
For elementary school children. Society for 
Visual Education, Inc., 1345 Diversey Park- 
way, Chicago 14, Ill.; purchase and preview. 


Cry in the Night, sound-motion, col., TV, 
OK, 10 min. Graphic story of a Boston 
home fire—with Boston Fire Commissioner 
covering prevention measures. Sponsor and 
producer: WBZ-TV, Westinghouse Broad- 
casting Co., 1170 Soldiers Field Road, Bos- 
ton 34, Mass. 


Your Home Caught in a Bear Trap of 
Accidents, thirty-two 35 mm col. slides. Car- 
toons. Rochester Safety Council, 55 St. Paul 
St., Rochester 4, N. Y. $25.00. 


Two home safety films were named as out- 
standing accident prevention films produced 
in 1954. They were among nine motion pic- 
tures and a sound slidefilm selected as 
plaque winners by the National Committee 
on Films for Safety of which John B. Me- 
Cullough, Motion Picture Association of 
America, is chairman. The two home safety 
films were: Safe at Home, a theatrical picture 
produced by Metro-Goldwyn-Mayer Studios, 
and Mrs. Hazard’s House, a non-theatrical 
film produced by King Horton Productions 
for The Prudential Life Ins. Co. of America. 


PRODUCT 





#462 Angle Grab Bar for use at bath tubs 
is made by The Charles Parker Co., Meri- 
den, Conn. This type bar gives hand-hold 
support at sitting level or while standing. 
It is 38 inches high and 18 inches wide. 


Publications 


The New York State Home Economics 
Association has revised their set of Junior 
Child Care Aides: Taking Care of a Baby; 
Taking Care of a Pre-School Child; Taking 
Care of a School Age Child. These pam- 
phlets are intended to help girls 14 to 18 
years of age as they learn to take care of 
young children. The set may be obtained 
from: Child Care Booklets, Box 125, Martha 
Van Rensselaer Hall, Ithaca, New York. A 
set costs $ .60. 


The 1955 edition of Accident Facts is 


now available from NSC for $ .75. 


THE HOME SAFETY REVIEW is published monthly (except July and August) by the National 


Safety Council, 425 No. Michigan Ave., Chicago 11, Ill. Printed in 


U.S.A. Price 13c per copy, 


subscription $1.15 per year. Material herein may be reprinted. 


NATIONAL SAFETY COUNCIL 


425 No. Michigan Avenue 


Chicago 11, Ill. 





> 


—— ee a 


~~)” 


